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Letter 46 

Joe Dunn 
November 8, 2004 

 

46-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 
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Letter 47 

Sharon Hyde 
November 8, 2004 

 

47-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 
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Letter 48 

Daniel Mardesich 
November 8, 2004 

 

48-1 The comment states that the Draft EIR is inadequate and that the Draft EIR should evaluate the 
replacement of the prison at San Quentin. This comment does not provide any information to 
support the statement that the Draft EIR is inadequate. Therefore, no further response can be 
provided. Please refer to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 49 

Nancy Campbell 
November 8, 2004 

 

49-1 The comment expresses dissatisfaction with the design of the project and suggests the project be 
relocated. Please refer to Master Response 1 and 2. No further response is necessary as no issues 
related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 
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Letter 50  

Dan Bell 
November 9, 2004 

 

50-1 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not adequately evaluate the San Quentin Vision Plan 
Alternative. The comment does not provide rationale as to why the alternatives analysis is 
inadequate, so no further response can be provided. Please refer to response to comment 9-22 and 
to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 51  

Paul Bednarz 
November 9, 2004 

 

51-1 The comment appears to imply that the Draft EIR should evaluate the comparative costs of 
moving death row versus construction in Marin County. Please refer to Master Response 1 and 
response to comment 11-3. 

51-2 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not adequately address lighting impacts on the 
surrounding area, including surrounding wetland areas. The comment does not provide rationale 
as to why the lighting analysis presented in the Draft EIR is inadequate, so no further response 
can be provided. Please refer to Master Response 2. 

51-3 The comment states that the Draft EIR did not adequately evaluate project alternatives. The 
comment does not provide rationale as to why the alternatives analysis is inadequate, so no 
further response can be provided. Please refer to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 52  

Carolyn Miller 
November 9, 2004 

 

52-1 This comment letter repeats the content of comment letter 51. Please refer to responses to 
comments 51-1 through 51-3. 
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Letter 53  

Kay Keohane 
November 9, 2004 

 

53-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project and states that any other project with 
unavoidable significant impacts would not be allowed to proceed. CEQA allows decision makers 
to approve projects with significant unavoidable impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093) and 
this occurs frequently. No further response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental 
impacts of the project were raised. 

53-2 The comment states that the Draft EIR did not identify the costs associated with upgrade of the 
existing buildings at SQSP. CDC is not proposing any upgrades to existing facilities at SQSP, 
except for those facilities described in the project description (i.e., pump station). For those 
facilities that would be upgraded or modified (i.e., H-Unit, see Section 1.5), the costs associated 
with these upgrades are included in the $220 million cost estimate for the project discussed in 
Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR.  

53-3 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not address the nighttime lighting impacts of the 
project. CDC disagrees. Section 4.1, “Visual Resources,” provides a discussion of existing and 
proposed nighttime lighting conditions associated with the project. Because no specific issues 
pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided.  

53-4 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not address the sensitive coastline or marsh directly 
adjacent to the property. CDC disagrees. Section 4.3, “Biological Resources,” provides a 
discussion of biological resources adjacent to and within the vicinity of the project site. Because 
no specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided.  

53-5 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not evaluate any alternative sites for the project. 
CDC disagrees. Two alternatives that would relocate the project off-site were considered in the 
Draft EIR: “Off-site Location Alternative and San Quentin Vision Plan/Relocation of SQSP 
Alternative.” The comment is referred to in Chapter 7, “Alternatives,” of the Draft EIR. Please 
also refer to Master Response 1. 

53-6 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not provide mitigation to screen the proposed 
buildings. Please refer to Master Response 2.  

53-7 The comment states that the Draft EIR needs to evaluate viable alternative sites and associated 
costs. Please refer to Master Response 1 and response to comment 11-3.  

53-8 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 
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Letter 54  

Michele Barni 
November 9, 2004 

 

54-1 The comment states that traffic associated with the project should be routed to the west gate 
entrance. CDC investigated expanding the use of west gate and found that it would substantially 
affect traffic conditions and, potentially, safety on Sir Francis Drake Boulevard. Because of 
curves in the road on Sir Francis Drake near the project, site distance is inadequate and mitigation 
of traffic and safety problems would involve widening Sir Francis Drake and realigning a portion 
of the road, cutting into the adjacent hillside. It was determined that this type of redesign of the 
roadway would be cost prohibitive. Traffic impacts to Main Street were evaluated in Section 4.12 
of the Draft EIR. Regarding speeding by San Quentin employees, CDC and the administration of 
SQSP value the relationship between the prison and San Quentin Village and welcomes direct 
input to the warden on this issue so it can be addressed. 

54-2 The comment requests construction truck traffic be routed to the west gate entrance. CDC intends 
to route construction truck traffic to the west gate entrance to the degree adverse impacts to west 
gate/Sir Francis Drake Boulevard do not occur. Please refer to response to comment 14-15. 

54-3 The comment requests that all attempts be made to reduce light pollution from SQSP. This 
comment is acknowledged. Please refer to Master Response 2. 

54-4 The comment requests that the construction hours of operation be limited to 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. Section 4.9, “Noise,” of the Draft EIR describes the project’s construction-related noise 
impacts. Mitigation recommended in the Draft EIR (Mitigation Measure 4.9-a, page 4.9-15) 
would limit noise-generating construction activities to between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. 
Additional limitations on the construction hours of operation are not feasible because it would 
result in the substantial extension of the construction period and would not allow CDC to meet its 
construction deadlines and funding requirements. 

54-5 The comment requests that the design of the proposed CIC blend with the design of the existing 
SQSP buildings. This comment is acknowledged. Please refer to Master Response 2. 

54-6 The comment states a preference for the stacked design option. This comment is acknowledged. 

54-7 The commenter asks to be kept apprised of all new developments associated with the project. 
This comment is acknowledged. No further response is necessary as no issues related to the 
environmental impacts of the project were raised. 
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Letter 55 

Andy Evans 
November 10, 2004 

 

55-1 The comment states that the Draft EIR is incomplete because it does not compare impacts at the 
project site to other sites. CDC disagrees. Two alternatives that would relocate the project off-site 
were considered in the Draft EIR: “Off-site Location Alternative and San Quentin Vision 
Plan/Relocation of SQSP Alternative.” Refer to Chapter 7, “Alternatives,” of the Draft EIR. 
Please also refer to Master Response 1. 

 The comment also states that the project visual, traffic, and water impacts are unacceptable. This 
comment is acknowledged. Because no specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no 
further response can be provided. 
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Letter 56 

Elissa Giambastiani 
November 10, 2004 

 

56-1 This comment repeats the comments in comment letter 15. Please refer to responses to comments 
15-1 through 15-7. 
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